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Q:
The aim of open access is to remove access barriers to publication. Don't you think that feebased model can be an obstacle for authors in less-developed countries? A: Fee-based OA journals don't work as well as no-fee OA journals in fields and countries where most research is unfunded. But it's important to remember that the vast majority of OA journals (70%) charge no publication fees at all. The percentage is even higher for OA journals published in developing countries. For example, nearly all the OA journals published in India are no-fee. It's equally important to remember that green OA, or OA through repositories, is an inexpensive alternative to gold OA, or OA through journals. More often than not, authors who publish in subscription-based journals have standing permission from the publisher to deposit their peer-reviewed manuscript in an OA repository. The percentage can approach 100% when universities and funding agencies require faculty and grantees to retain the right to authorize OA. For example, 100% of surveyed publishers accommodate the green OA mandate at the US National Institutes of Health.
Q: OA is compatible with peer review. Do you think that new approaches to peer review, such as open peer review, could arise from the OA movement?
A: OA is compatible with every kind of peer review, and does not presuppose or favor any particular kind. However, some new kinds of peer review, such as open review, presuppose OA. I welcome these experiments. But whether or not open review can be made to work, I hope that editors learn from the experiments. The OA movement is committed to the survival and integrity of peer review, but it's agnostic about the best from of peer review.
Q:
In discussion about OA is usually stressed the role of Libraries and Institutions. What could be, in your opinion, the role of private publishers in this movement (if they have one)? A: Publishers will always have a role in OA, if they want one. They can publish peer-reviewed OA journals, so-called gold OA, or they can allow authors to deposit their peer-reviewed manuscripts in OA repositories, so-called green OA. The OA movement does not oppose publishers or publishing, only access barriers. Moreover, publishers themselves are not monolithic. Some provide OA themselves. Some -in fact, a majority -allow their authors to provide OA at will, and a growing number of others are experimenting with OA. OA has everything to gain and nothing to lose working with publishers who choose to work with OA.
